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NIXON REPORTS ‘MAJOR’ FINDINGS 
IN WATERGATE INQUIRY HE MADE; 
NEW INDICTMENTS ARE EXPECTED 



IMMUNITY BIRRED 



President to Let White 
House Aides Testify 
Before Senators 

By R. W. APPLE Jr. 

Special to The New York Times 

WASHINGTON, April 17- 
President Nixon announced to- 
day that “major developments” 
had come to light in the Water- 
gate case as a result of a new 
investigation that he himself 
had conducted. 

Appearing before a hurriedly 
summoned gathering of the 
White House press corps, Mr. 
Nixon read two announcements 
[promising limited testimony 
! from his aides before a Senate 
investigating committee and as- 
serting that “real progress” had 
been made in getting to the 
bottom of the case. 

The President, who answered 



no questions, took the unusual 
step of raising the prospect of 
indictments. He said he would 
suspend any Government em- 
ploye indicted in connection 
with the Watergate episode and 
discharge immediately anyone 
who was convicted. 

No Immunity 

“No individual holding, in the 
past or at present, a position 
of major importance in the Ad- 
ministration should be given 
immunity from prosecution,” he 
said. “I condemn any attempt 
to cover up in this" case, no 
matter who is involved.” 

A few moments after the 
President’s dramatic appear- 
ance, Ronald L. Ziegler, the 
White House press secretary, 
declared that Mr. Nixon’s past 
statements denying any involve- 
ment by White House staff 
members were now “inopera- 
tive.” 

Early tonight, Government 
sources said that further indict 
ments would be issued within a 
week. But Earl J. Silbert, the 
principal United States Attor- 
ney prosecuting the case, de- 
clined to comment. 

No Comment on Dean 

j Mr. Ziegler specifically re- 
I fused to repeat his comment of 



March 24 in which he saia uiai 
the President retained full con- 
fidence in his counsel, John W. 
Dean 3d. 

Mr. Dean had conducted an 
investigation on the basis of 
which the President asserted at 
a news conference last Aug. 29 
that he could “say categorically 
that no one in the White House 
staff, no one’ in this Adminis- 
tration, presently employed, 
was involved in this very bi- 
zarre incident.” 

Mr. Nixon and his spokesmen 
had clung to that position 
through the 1972 electoral 
campaign, through thousands 
of newspaper and television 
reports questioning it and 
through increasingly critical 
comments by officeholders of 
both parties — until the Pres- 
ident, calm and somber, ap- 
peared in the west wing press 
room this afternoon with his 
statements. 

Dean Not in Inquiry 

Mr. Nixon indicated, and the 
White House subsequently con- 
firmed, that Mr. Dean had been 
involved neither in negotiations 
| with the Senate Watergate 
| committee, headed by Senator 
Sam J. Ervin Jr., Democrat of 



North Carolina, nor in the in- 
vestigation that led to the ma- 
jor new development of which 
the President spoke. 

That, together with Mr. Nix- 
on’s refusal to reiterate Presi- 
dential support for the counsel, 
led White House sources , to 
speculate that the grand jury’s 
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attention might be centering on 
him. 

Administration sources said 
it did not appear that H. R. 
Haldeman, the White House 
chief of staff, who is usually 
considered Mr. Nixon’s most 
important aide, was involved 
in the new developments. 

Mr. Haldeman is not known 
to have testified before the 
grand jury. Among those have 
done so are Mr. Dean, former 
Attorney General John N. 
Mitchell, Jeb S. Magruder, 
Dwight L. Chapin and Gordon 
C. Strachan — all of whom 
worked at the White House or 
| at the Committee for the Re- 
election of the President at the 
time of the Watergate burglary. 

The President, who said at a 
news conference on March 15 
that no member of his staff 
would be permitted to testify 
before Senator Ervin’s com-j 
mittee, retreated somewhat 
from that posture today. 

In March, he said flatly, j 
“Members of the White House! 
still will not appear before a 
committee of Congress in any 
formal session.” Today, how- 
ever, he said “all members of 
the White House staff will ap-. 
pear voluntarily” — but under! 
certain restrictions. 

As indicated by the Presi- j 
dent, the committee meetings I 
will be formal, but they mayj 
be “in the first instance’” ini 
executive session — that is, in) 
secret — “if appropriate.” Fur-i 
ther, as he stated things, staff 
members may reassert execu- 
tive privilege “as to any ques- 
tion” during the meetings. 

Thus it appeared that if there 
were any conflict it would 
come when specific questions 
that the White House, did not 
wish to answer were asked. 

Mr. Nixon said that he 
thought an agreement had been 
reached which was satisfactory 
to him and to the committee 
because it contained “ground 
rules which would preserve the 
(separation of powers without 
[sunoressing the facts.” 

However, there were ambi- ! 
(guides in the President’s state- j 
jment. He said that witnesses) 
(might appear in executive ses-i 
sion “in the first instance”— 
but he did nob say that testi- 
mony would then be repeated 
in open session, or who would 
decide whether it could. 



| He also said that staff, mem- 
jbers “will answer fully all prop- 
er questions’/ — but he did not 
j reconcile that with the reserved 
j right to executive privilege, 
(nor did he say. who would de- 
|cide which questions were 
j proper and which not. 
j Furthermore, a spokesman 
jfor Senator Lowell P. Weicker 
Jr., the Connecticut Republican 
who has sharply criticized Mr. 
Nixon’s handling of the Water- 
gate episode, said the Presi- 
( dent’s statement was in accord 
| only with an initial set of guide- 
lines approved by the commit- 
tee yesterday. 

Later, the spokesman said, 
the guidelines were revised to 
exclude the possibility of exec- 
utive privilege. The spokesman 
asserted that Mr. Weicker 
would not accept executive ses- 
sions. He is a member of the 
committee. 

Neither Mr. Ervin nor Sen- 
ator Howard H. Baker Jr. of 



Tennessee, the committee’s 
ranking Republican, was im- 
mediately available for clarifi- 
cation. 

‘Intensive New Inquiries’ 

Mr. Nixon said at the outset 
of his second statement — the 
one _ that dealt with the pos- 
sibility of indictments — that he 
had begun “intensive new in- 
quiries’” into the Watergate 
case on March 21 as the result 
of “serious charges which came 
to my attention, some of which 
were publicly reported.” 

Mr. Ziegler gave no specific 
information as to what charges 
the President referred to, but 
he suggested that Mr. Nixon 
might have been talking about 
i disclosures made by James W 
I McCord Jr. 

McCord, one of those con- 
victed in the break-in at the 
Democratic National Commit-- 
tee’s headquarters in the Water- 
gate building on June 17 — 1 



exactly 10 months ago today— 
wrote '»on March 19 a letter to 
Federal Judge John J. Sirica,, 
who had presided over the trial! 
of the Watergate conspirators. 

McCord said in the letter, 
which was delivered on March 
21 and made public two days 
later, that “others” had es-| 
caped capture and that wit-i 
nesses could have named them; 
at his trial in January. He has 
since given testimony, much 
of ft based on hearsay, to both 
the grand jury and the special 
Senate committee. 

_ His charges have led to a re- 
vival of interest in the case. 

Congressional sources report- 
ed, however, that Mr. Nixon 
had swung into action after L. 
Patrick Gray 3d, who was at 
that time the President’s nomi- 
nee for director of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, testi- 
fied on March 22 before the 



Senate Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. Gray said on - that day 
that Mr. Dean, the White House 
counsel, had “pnobably” lied to 
F.B.I. agents investigating the 
case. Two weeks later, Mr. 
Nixon withdrew the nomination 
of Mr. Gray. 

The President, Mr. Ziegler 
said today, had taken personal 
command of the new investiga- 
tion. He said that Henry E. 
Petersen, Assistant Attorney 
General in charge of the Crim- 
inal Division, had carried out 
much of the inquiry along with 
several of his associates. 

; At about the same time, two 
! White House staff members 
(who have never been accused 
of involvement with the Water- 
gate case, John D. Ehrlichman 
and Leonard Garment, began 
negotiations with Senators 
Ervin and Baker and- their 
aides. 

According to a senior White 
House official, strategyy meet- 
ings, in which Mr. Haldeman 
was involved, were held last 
Thursday and Friday. On Satur- 
jday, Mr. Mitchell, who for a 
time managed Mr. Nixon’s 1972 
campaign, paid an unannounced 
visit to the White House. 

Tells of Micheil Talk 

After three days of White 
House silence — including a 
news briefing this morning 
when Gerald L.' Warren, the 
deputy press secretary, turned 
aside about 50 Watergate ques- 
tions from angry reporters ■ — 
Mr. Ziegler disclosed tonight 
that Mr. Mitchell had come to 
talk with Mr. Ehrlichman. 

Finally, on Sunday afternoon, 
in another . unannounced meet- 



ing, Mr. Nixon conrerrea- in ms 
hideaway office in the Execu- 
tive Office Building next door 
to the White House with At- 
torney General Richard G.Klein- 
dienst and Mr. Petersen. The 
purpose of the meeting, he said, 
was to “review the facts which 
had come to me in my investi- 
gation and also to review the 
progress of the Department of 
Justice investigation.” 

Mr. Dean did not attend the 
meeting. 

This afternoon, reporters 
were called back to the White 
House. An hour and a half later, 
at 4:37 P.M., Mr. Nixon walked 
into the press room, dressed in 
a blue suit, a sheaf of typescript 
,in hand, and read it. It took 
(eight minutes. 




Previous Statements by Nixon 



Special to The New York Times 

WASHINGTON, April 17- 
Following are previous state- 
ments by President Nixon on 
the Watergate case, excerpt- 
ed from news conferences: 

Aug. 29, 1972 

Within our own staff, under 
my direction, counsel to the 
President, Mr. Dean, has con- 
ducted a complete investiga- 
tion of all leads which might 
involve any present members 
of the White House staff or 
anybody in the Government. 
I can say categorically that 
his investigation indicates 
that no one in the White 
House staff, no -one in this 
Administration, presently em- 
ployed, was involved in this 
very bizarre incident. - 

Oct. 5, 1972 

I agreed with, the amount 
of effort that was put into it 
[the Federal Bureau of Inves- 
tigation’s inquiry], I wanted 
every lead carried out to the 
end because I wanted to be 
sure that no member of the 
White House staff and no 
man or woman in a position 
of major responsibility in the 
Committee for Re-Election 
had anything to do with this 
kind of reprehensible activity. 



MARCH 2, 1973 

I will simply , say with re- 
gard to the Watergate case 
what I have said previously, 
that the investigation con- 
ducted by Mr. Dean, the 
White House counsel, in 
which, incidentally, he had 
access to the F.B.I. records 
on this particular matter be- 
cause I directed him to con- 
duct this investigation, indi- 
cates that no. one on the 
White House staff, at the 
time he conducted the inves- 
tigation — that was last July 
ana August — -was involved or 
had: knowledge of the Water- 
gate matter. 

And, as far as' the balance 
of the case is concerned, it 
is now under investigation by 
a Congressional committee 
and that committee should go 
forward, conduct its investi- 
gation in an even-handed 
way, going into charges made 
against both candidates, both 
political parties. And if it 
does, as Senator Ervin has 
indicated it will, we will, of 
course, cooperate with the 
committee just as we coop- 
erated with the grand jury. 

No President could ever 
agree to allow th ecounsel to 
the President to go down and 



testify before a committee. 

On the other hand, as far 
as any committee of the Con- 
gress is concerned, where in- 
formation is requested that 
a member of the White House 
staff may have, we will make 
arrangements to provide that 
information, but members of ; 
the White House staff, in : 
that position at least, cannot 
be brought before a Congres- 
sional committee on a formal 
hearing for testimony. I stand 
on the same position there 
that every President has 
stood on. 

March 15, 1973 

In this case, where we 
have the relationship that we 
have with Mr. .Dean and the 
President of the United States 
— his counsel — that [informal 
questioning by Senators] 
would not be a. proper way 
to handle it. He will, how- ! 
ever — the important thing is, ! 
he will furnish all the perti- 
nent information. 

I have confidence in all of 
the White House people who 
have been named. I will ex- 
press that confidence again. 
But I am not going to com- 
ment on any individual mat- 
ter that the committee may 
go into. > 




